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Responsive to the Office Action dated June 20, 2006, please consider the following 
remarks In connection with the pre-appeal request for review. Review of the final rejection is 
requested for the following reasons. 

The rejection of claims 1-21 is not supported by a prima facie case of obviousness for 
claims 1-21, 

Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Won et al 
(US 6,744,627) (hereinafter Won). A prima facie case of obviousness is missing, however, at 
least because there is no support for an obviousness rejection of the claimed subject matter as 
a whole, because Won fails to disclose each element of the claim or suggest missing elements. 

Independent claim 10 includes: a pair each of moveable rear latches and moveable 
front latches, wherein the pair of moveable rear latches and the moveable front latches are 
operable to resiliently spread apart in opposite directions to latch on to corresponding matching 
slots of the portable device in response to an application of a substantially vertical force on the 
portable device for docking whereby the docking device and portable device are secured; a pair 
of alignment pins, wherein the pair of alignment pins are operable to mate with corresponding 
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notches on the portable device when the portable device is docked; and a plurality of side 
sections on the docking device, at least one of the side sections including an alignment fin. 

Secure latching, alignment and vertical "top down" latching are all important features for 
improved docking of a portable device and a docking station. 

Toe-in docking as taught by Won (see also Fig. 1 , Prior Art of the present invention) 
includes inserting the front edge of the computer main body 11 against a raised lip (not 
numbered) on the docking station 21. The rear of the main body 11 is lowered until hook 
grooves 17 and hooks 67 engage (Fig. 1). The main teaching of Won concentrates on the lock 
device 83 rather than the latching of grooves 17 and 67. Also, Won does not teach the vertical 
"top down" multiple latching of the invention. 

In the invention. Fig 2A-2D, top down latching includes a plurality of identical latches 
120, alignment members 250 and supplemental alignment members 270. A portable PC 101 is 
moved vertically downwardly onto docking device 210 and alignment members 250, 270 along 
with latches 120 are engaged. The latches 120, both front and rear, are operably resiliently 
spread apart in opposite directions to latch with the PC 101 in response to a vertical force. The 
alignment members 250, 270 assist in proper docking. 

The USPTO argues that Won renders the invention obvious. Won however fails to teach 
or suggest the claimed invention. 

Here, Won does not teach, or even suggest, applying a substantially vertical force on the 
portable device to cause the docking, wherein the pair of moveable rear latches and the 
moveable front latches are operable to resiliently spread apart in opposite directions to movably 
latch on to corresponding matching slots of the portable device when docked, whereby the 
docking device and portable device are secured. 

Won, as the USPTO notes, fails to teach movable front latches and movable rear latches 
operable to spread apart in opposite directions. 
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In fact, Won requires movement of a lock device with a key to secure the computer main 
body and the docking station. 

The USPTO argues that it would be obvious to duplicate the number of rear latches of 
Won to include front latches. The USPTO further argues that it would also be obvious to 
provide the front and rear latches to move apart in opposite directions. However, Won does not 
suggest this. Furthermore, Won requires a key lock to secure the computer to the docking 
station. In fact, the USPTO acknowledges that 4 latches is an improvement over the 2 latches 
of Won to "prevent accidental disconnection between each device." This fortifies the applicants' 
position that the claimed invention is not obvious over Won. 

The invention provides a method and apparatus for secure vertical docking. 

Other reasons for the patentability of claims 1-21 have been previously presented and 
will be maintained should the filing of an appeal become necessary. 



Respectfully submitted. 
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Applicant requests review of the final rejection in the above-identified application. No amendments are being filed 
with this request. 



This request is being filed with a notice of appeal. 



The review is requested for the reason(s) stated on the attached sheet(s). 
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